Five moderate-large earthquake sequences were relocated using the double-difference earthquake location algorithm called hypoDD to study their association to the faults in Taiwan. The relocation after hypoDD shows better clusters of aftershock seismicity by using the concept of multiple events. Our results show that the rupture of 1993 Da-Pu earthquake re sulted from a northeast-southwestern strike, western dipping fault. Geologically, there is no clear and direct geological feature that is consis tent with this feature in this area. Thus, the 1993 Da-Pu earthquake might be attributed to a blind thrust. The rupture of the 1995 Nan-Ao earthquake shows a clear east-west strike, southern dipping fault. It might be related to the Lupihsi fault. The rupture of 1997 Ruey-Li earthquake strike is NE SW, eastern dipping. The fault associated with this earthquake was either Tachienshan fault or Chukou fault. The rupture of Chia-Yi earthquake had the strike in N-S, western dipping. No clear geological structure in this region is associated with this feature. We infer that the Chia-Yi mainshock might have also resulted from a blind thrust. The aftershock distribution of the 1999 Chi-Chi earthquake shows clear involvement of nearby active faults. This implies the triggering of nearby active faults after the mainshock. On the Chelungpu fault ruptured plane, most of the aftershocks occurred in the region with less slippage during the mainshock. This suggests the almost total release of the stress along the Chelungpu fault during the rupture. The possible involvement of blind thrust in southwestern Taiwan suggests the importance of understanding the possibility of a blind thrust structure beneath Taiwan.
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IN TRODUCTION
The complex tectonic setting of Taiwan makes Taiwan one of the most seismic active regions in the World. Due to the northwestern collision of Philippine Sea Plate, the distribu tion of the active faults in Taiwan is with strikes mostly in a north-south direction, with a shallow dipping thrust fault mechanism. Due to this mechanism, the seismicity of Taiwan is rather random in map-view, and it is difficult to understand the direct correlation of the earth quakes to the known active faults. Figure 1 shows the active fault distribution of Taiwan, as investigated by Central Geological Survey of Taiwan and the background seismicity of M > 4 since 1976. Except for the 1999 Chi-Chi Mw 7.6 earthquake, which ruptured the Chelungpu fault, most of the earthquakes that occurred in Taiwan did not rupture the surface. Thus, the earthquakes' association with known faults remains ambiguous. This fact suggests the pos sible existence of subterranean blind thrusts. One of the reasons for the random distribution of the earthquakes is lack of the accuracy in earthquake location identification. Better earthquake location will provide important infor mation about deep tectonic structures. Several efforts (e.g., Mendoza and Hartzell 1988; Got et al. 1994; Waldhauser et al. 1999 ) have been made to develop different techniques of earth quake relocation in order to have better resolution in earthquake location. Waldhauser and Ellsworth (2000) developed a technique, the so-called double-difference earthquake location algorithm (hypoDD), for relocating earthquakes in Northern California. This technique showed a significant improvement in earthquake locations and clear images of the seismicity to the faults. HypoDD is a method that uses the concept of multiplet to relocate a group of earth quakes at the same time. Multiplet is simply defined as a cluster of nearby multiple events, which were recorded by the same station. Because of the similar hypocenters � the travel time residual from source, path, and site effect can be ignored. The travel time differences among the multiple events are attributed to the differences in their relative locations. Thus, the corre lation within the multiple events can be identified. This method is good for the regions with high seismicity and dense seismic network, as Taiwan. Using the better seismic instrumenta tion available since 1993, we adopted the hypoDD algorithm to relocate the aftershocks of middle-to-large earthquakes in the past ten years in the Taiwan area using data from the Cen tral Weather Bureau Seismogram Network (CWBSN). Figure 2 shows the distribution of M>5.5 inland Taiwan earthquakes since 1991. We considered only the events with relatively high aftershock activity. Thus, we allowed for hypoDD aftershock relocation for further possible associated fault identifications. Eventually, five events were selected for the study. They are aftershock sequences of 15 December 1993 Da-pu (MS. 7); 5 June 1994 Nan-Ao (M6.2); 17 July 1998 Ruey-Li (M6.2); 21 September 1999 Chi-Chi (M7.3); and 22 October 1999 Chia-Yi (M6.4) earthquakes. The distribution of the selective events is also shown in Fig. 2 . Table 1 shows the origin time, location and magnitude of the selective events provided by Central Weather Bureau Seismological Network (CWBSN). In the study, we considered all the possible determined focal mechanisms of the events, as iden tifiable from first motions or waveform moment tensor inversion from BATS or IRIS.
DATA AN D METHOD
The accuracy of hypocenter location is affected by several factors, including knowledge of the velocity structures (Pavlis 1986; Gomberg et al. 1990 ), available phases, arrival time reading accuracy, and the network geometry. The double-difference earthquake location algo rithm employed in this study is based on the concept of multiplets (a group of earthquakes which are close to each other). The multiplet earthquakes have similarities in location as well as in focal mechanism. The station records the waveforms of the mutiplets with a simila r ray path; thus, the effects of velocity structure can be ignored. The travel time difference among the earthquakes in the multiplets is attributed to the difference in the locations relative to each other.
To minimize error in earthquake relocation, the parameters (MINWGHT, MAXDIST and MAXSEP) used in hypoDD were tested for each earthquake sequence, to assure the accuracy of results. These parameters are important for the quality of data and definition of multiples. MINWGHT represents the minimum weighting used in the relocations, It corresponds to the quality of data. The definition from CWBSN on quality of earthquake location, named from 0-4, is transferred to the amount of weighting. MAXDISTrepresents the maximum distance of the station to the defined multiplet. MAXSEP defines the maximum separation of the events within the multiplet. After several testings, the parameters for the five selective events are 
determined and shown in Table 1 . Previous studies on the hypoDD relocations (Waldhauser and Ellsworth 2000) had shown the significant advantage of hypoDD relocation in identifying the possible associated seismic structure. Thus, in this study, the comparison before and after relocation was not addressed. We concentrated our study on the association of the earthquake to the possible geological faults after hypoDD relocation.
RESULTS AN D DISCSSIONS
I. Da-Pu Earthquake (15 December1993, M = 5.7)
The Da-Pu earthquake was relocated by Wu et al. (1998) at longitude 120.507°E, and latitude 23.194°N, with a depth of 15.21 km. The focal mechanism determined by shows thrust faulting mechanism with strike= 200°, dip= 48°W, and rake= 84°. Figure 3a shows one-month aftershock seismicity in the Da-Pu region after hypoDD relocation. Due to the thrust faulting mechanism, the pattern of the fault structure is difficult to determine from the aftershock distribution spatially. The sesimicity profiles perpendicular to the two focal planes were made and shown in Figs. 3b, c, respectively. They both show a clear western dipping structure at depths of 15 to 25 km, with a dip angle of about 45 degrees.
The geology in this area is mainly controlled by near-parallel thrust faults and folding, acting to form a series of NE-SW strike faults (Fig. 3d) where the Shianzhiaushan fault is a strike slip fault and the Chishan, Pinghsi and Chutouchi faults are eastern dipping thrust faults (Fig. 3e) . None of these identified geological faults is consistent with the identified ruptured pattern of the Da-Pu earthquake sequence. Thus, the occurrence of the Da-Pu earthquake might be related to a blind thrust fault in southwestern Taiwan.
II. Nan-A o Earthquake (5 June 1994 , M = 6.2)
The Nan-Ao earthquake occurred at 121.787°E, 24.468°N and 5.13 km in depth (Wu et al. 1998) . The focal mechanism is a strike-slip fault mechanism with strike= 87°, dip = 81°S, and rake= 8 °. Due to high aftershock activity, only one-day aftershocks were used for hypoDD relocation. Fig. 4a shows the one-day aftershock distribution. It shows an apparent E W distribution pattern in the map-view that would be consistent with a determined strike slip focal mechanism. The profile perpendicular to the east-west focal plane (Fig. 4b) shows a near vertical dipping rupture plane at depths of 5 to 20 km.
Geologically, the Nan-Ao earthquake is located on the Ilan plain. Tectonically, it is re lated to the opening of Okinawa trough. Two geological faults, the Lupishi and the Nanao, were identified near the Nan-Ao earthquake (Fig. 4c) . They both show E-W strike, with near vertical southern dipping plane (Fig. 4d) . According to the focal depth of 5 km, the possible associated fault for the Nan-Ao event could be the Lupishi fault. However, neither the Lupishi nor the Nanao fault was identified as an active fault geologically. The association of this earth quake to the Lupishi fault might imply the activity of the fault beneath the surface, which has been undetected at the surface. No fault fits the pattern of aftershock, so that we infer the Da-Pu earth quake might be attributed from a blind thrust. .·������.: �:
• ·:�:
• e �'. The Ruey-Li earthquake occurred at 120.66°E, 23.50°N and 6.00 km in depth, according to relocation by Wu et al. (1998) . The focal mechanism from the first motions of P-wave, as identified by , is a thrust fault with strike= 45°, dip= 50°SE, and rake= 110°. One-month aftershocks after relocation are shown in Fig. 5a . Perpendicular to the two focal planes shown in Figs. 5b, c , respectively, the profiles show clear southeastern dipping plane at depths of near the surface to 15 km.
The geological structure near the Ruey-Li earthquake is shown in Figs. 5d , e, respectively. The geological faults in this area are NW-SE left-lateral strike direction of the Shuisheliao fault; and NE-SW strike thrust the Luku, Tachienshan, and Chukou faults. According to the aftershock patterns and focal depth, the possible associated fault to the Ruey-Li earthquake is either the Tachienshan fault or the Chukou fault.
IV. The Chi-Chi Earthquake (21 September1999 , M = 7.
3)
The Chi-Chi earthquake's association to the fault is obvious, due to the clear surface rupture of the Chelungpu fault, which ruptured about 100 km in length. The Chi-Chi earth quake occurred at 120.75°E, 23.87°N, and 7 .00 km in depth. The aftershock distribution asso ciated with the Chi-Chi earthquake was very broad, and has been discussed (e.g., Chang et al. 2000; Kao and Chen 2000) .
They relocated the six-month aftershocks of the Chi-Chi earthquake using HypoDD, as shown in Fig. 6a . Most of aftershocks were distributed in the Central Range. Few of the after shocks occurred near the Chelungpu fault itself. The profile perpendicular to the strike of the Chelungpu fault (Fig. 6b) shows most of the aftershocks located compatibly with near-by faults, as the Shangtung, and Shuikeng faults. This suggests that the near-by active faults might be triggered. A clear sesimicity lineation is also observed near the bottom of the Changhua fault. Figure 6c shows the aftershock distribution along the ruptured Chelungpu fault plane (Strike= 3° and dip= 30°). The projections of these aftershocks are the events located within 5 km of the fault plane in depth. Compared with the spatial slip distribution determined by Ma et al. (2001 ) , most of the aftershocks located in the region had less slippage during the mainshock. The Coulomb stress change calculation associated with the mainshock (Ma et al. 2002) shows that the aftershocks were located in regions where stress increased after the Chi-Chi earthquake. The stress near the surface of the fault was completely released (Andrew et al. 2001; Ma et al. 2003) . The total release of the stress near the Chelungpu fault left less stress available for aftershocks. This feature has been observed in several large earthquakes studied by Mendoza and Hartzell (1988) .
V. Ch ia-Yi Earthquake (22 October 1999, M = 6.4)
The Chia-Yi earthquake occurred at 120.426°E, 23.515°N, and at the depth of 16.64 km. The focal mechanism determined from Harvard CMT shows the strike= 346°, and dip= 33° (Fig. 7a) . The profile perpendicular to the strike of the fault is shown in Fig. 7b . (2001) . This suggests that the near-by active faults might be triggered. A clear sesimicity linea tion is also observed near the bottom of the Changhua fault. Figure 6c shows the aftershock distribution along the ruptured Chelungpu fault plane (Strike= 3° Dip= 30°).
The geological faults in this region are the Meishan, Chiuhsiungken and Tachienshan Chukou faults (Fig. 7c) . The first one is a strike-slip fault, while the latter two are eastern dipping thrust faults. None of these identified active faults shows a pattern consistent with the observed western ruptured fault plane. Thus, the 1999 Chia-Yi earthquake might be attributed to another blind thrust in the southwestern plain. The association of the 1999 Chia-Yi earth quake to the 1999 Chi-Chi earthquake has been debated. The ruptured plane of the Chia-Yi earthquake shows a different pattern than does the Chi-Chi earthquake. It might have been induced by the blind thrust triggered by the 1999 Chi-Chi earthquake. Southwestern Taiwan had been a highly seismic, hazardous region. Historically, numer ous large earthquakes have occurred in this region, including the 1792 M7.1 and 1906 Mei Shan earthquakes (Tsai 1985) . The possible involvement of the large earthquakes associated with blind thrusts illustrates the importance of the understanding of the underground fault structures.
CONCLUSIONS
Five moderate-large earthquake sequences were relocated using the hypoDD to study their association to the faults in Taiwan. The technique of relocation from hypoDD shows better clusters of aftershock seismicity by using the concept of multiple events. Our results show that the rupture of 1993 Da-Pu earthquake resulted from a northeast-southwestern strike, western dipping fault. Geologically, there is no clear and direct geological feature consistent with this feature in this area. Thus, the 1993 Da-Pu earthquake might be attributed to a blind thrust. The rupture of the 1995 Nan-Ao earthquake shows clear east-west strike with southern dipping fault. It might be related to the Lupihsi fault. The rupture of 1997 Ruey-Li earthquake shows a strike in NE-SW, with eastern dipping. The fault associated to this earthquake was either the Tachienshan or the Chukou fault. The rupture of Chia-Yi earthquake had the strike in N-S, with western dipping. No clear geological structure in this region can be associated with this feature. According to the geological structure of this area, we infer that there is a blind zone cause the Chia-Yi mainshock. The occurrence of this earthquake might be also attributed to a blind thrust. The aftershock distribution of the 1999 Chi-Chi earthquake shows the involvement of near-by active faults. This implies the triggering of the near-by active faults after the mainshock. On the Chelungpu fault ruptured plane, most of the aftershocks occurred in the region with less slippage during the mainshock. This suggests the almost total release of stress along the Chelungpu fault during the rupture.
